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THE NEW GHUECH,  COMMONLY CALLED
SWEDENBOBGIAN.

BY THU REV. THOMAS CHILD.

IT may be asked, " Have we not enough of Churches, and why
another one calling itself the Newr Church ? " Well, there never
was a new movement which did not begin as a Church; the more
secular fraternities of the politician and the reformer are to them
as Churches are in religious matters. And as regards the New
Church our claim is that it explains the problems which have so
long vexed mankind.

Turning then first to the Philosophical Aspect of New Church
teaching, our primary attitude is not things as they are, but rmy
relation to them; not, " Do things exist ? " but, " What must I,
as a rational human being, from the constitution and laws of my
nature, believe ? " Not primarily whether my belief is answered or
matched by existing things, but, "What is it that I am con-
stituted, and thus that reason compels me, to believe ? " This
is our starting-point. The facts of human nature are the best
interpreters of man; if we come down to them and let them
speak for themselves, we shall get clear and explicit answers.
But men seldom allow reason, as such, to speak, or the facts of
their own nature to declare, as they would with unmistakable
voice, the things that are true for it, and which that nature is
bound, because constituted, to believe. Primarily, for example,
I am not concerned with whether God exists, but with whether
I ought to believe that Q-od exists as the outcome of my con-
stitution. Afterwards, the question may come as to whether my
conception answers to the facts. You may always be sure, how-
ever, that what a man acknowledges himself as bound to believe,
he will equally declare to be an existing fact. Man then must
have a creed, because he has a nature; he has a right to know
what his nature can tell him, and he is bound to follow its
teachings, whatever they be and wherever they lead him.

Materialists say: "Some things we know. We know that
man is matter. We don't know that he is anything else." But
have we a right to assume that, inasmuch as we do not see mind
acting without matter, therefore mind is the result of matter?